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Summary. The study investigates the principles of public-private partnership (PPP) development

as a key instrument for the post-war reconstruction of Ukraine. It is substantiated that traditional
approaches ignore systemic interconnections and disrupt the integrity of the economic environment.
Based on the analysis of the regulatory and legislative framework, a comprehensive mechanism for
evaluating and initiating investment projects has been developed. It is established that the integration
of "UNECE PIERS” criteria and risk filters eliminates the human factor, screening out projects that
reduce overall resilience for the sake of quick profit. Six vectors of PPP development have been
formulated, including the legalization of the ecosystem approach, prevention of unfair behavior by the
parties, digitalization of management through smart technologies, scaling of circular infrastructure,
synchronization of local projects with global capital, and the introduction of the institution of small
investors to strengthen direct public control. It is proven that these vectors will ensure the structural
unity of interaction between the state, business, and the community, transforming sustainability
requirements into effective investment incentives.

Relevance of the issue. Large-scale infra-
structure destruction amid an acute shortage
of budget funds requires attracting hundreds of
billions of dollars in investment. Therefore, the
application of exclusively traditional approaches to
PPPs that focus solely on cost reduction and rapid
financial returns leads to the neglect of systemic
interconnections and the destruction of the integral
economic environment of territories. Additionally, the
situation is complicated by a critical lack of effective
risk management mechanisms, which significantly
reduces investor confidence and frequently provokes
breaches of basic agreements by contract parties.
The absence of a unified basis that would integrate
all participants and resources to ensure overall
systemic sustainability and structural unity prevents
an objective financial assessment. Such a complex
of problems creates an urgent need to develop a
comprehensive legal architecture for PPPs that is
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aligned with the Sustainable “Development Goals”
(SDGs) and oriented toward investment security.
Thus, to overcome these barriers, it is necessary to
form a mechanism for the assessment, selection,
and initiation of investment projects and future
vectors of PPP development based on an ecosystem
approach.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. The issue of public-private partnership (PPP)
in the context of sustainable development has been
studied by both foreign and domestic experts. For
instance, Zapatrina I. [1] studied the “People-first
PPP” concept in detail, substantiating the need
to shift priorities from the simple procurement of
services to poverty alleviation and environmen-
tal security. Kosovych B. [2] supports this view,
expanding the understanding of social entrepre-
neurship as a driver of economic development at
the urban level. For their part, Iryna P. [3] analyzed
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the development of partnerships from the simplest
version “1.0” to the “4.0” format, which is exclu-
sively focused on post-war recovery, thus provid-
ing a basis for researching the evolutionary devel-
opment of PPPs. The technological aspect of the
problem was considered by Kruhlov V., Dvorak J.,
Moroz V., Tereshchenko D. [4], who demonstrate
the crucial role of smart governance models for
the transparency of interaction between the state
and business. In turn, Lozynska T., Lypynska O.,
Havrysh K., Plotnikova M., Tsentylo K. [5] focused
on the mathematical modeling of risks, proving
that unfair investor behavior more frequently arises
due to the uncertainty of loss allocation rather than
legal loopholes. The practical aspects of spatial
development through concession mechanisms that
create guaranteed added value for both parties
were described by Khadzhyradieva S., Vasylieva N.,
Vasylieva 0., Kyrtoka M. [6], while Suntsova O.
[7] practically proved the macroeconomic impact
of PPP assets on stimulating the circular economy.
Legal issues of the study were examined by Suiet-
nov Y. [8], who systematized the aspects of imple-
menting ecosystem services as tools of complex
interaction and proposed precise mechanisms for
assessing the stability of spatial networks. These
findings are complemented by the institutional and
behavioral model of Ilchenko S. [9], which reveals
the great importance of the level of trust and risk
tolerance for the formation of effective environ-
mental compliance. The features of the ecosystem
approach in the formation of innovative structures,
using the aviation industry as an example, were
substantiated by Borysiuk A., Bugayko D. [10]. This
model is easily adaptable for the operation of mod-
ern eco-industrial parks. At the international level,
Zaloznova Y., Petrova 1., Serdiuk O. [11] described
algorithms for attracting blended finance, which
is important for large-scale recovery. Also, Verni-
horova N. [12] emphasized the importance of local
ecosystem assets (recreational, infrastructural),
and Kalinin O. [13] developed a classification of risk
insurance methods specifically for comprehensive
investments. The legal basis for the integration of
the “Sustainable Development Goals” into national
legislation is the “PIERS” methodology developed
by the "UNECE” expert group [14]. Despite this sci-
entific basis, the general problem of comprehen-
sively combining these separate approaches into a
single effective mechanism for Ukrainian realities
remains conclusively unresolved.

The purpose of the article is formulate the
development vectors of public-private partnerships
based on an ecosystem approach in Ukraine and
to develop an effective mechanism for assessing
investment projects through the analysis of the
evolution of the regulatory and legal basis and
sustainable development concepts.
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Research results. Improving the legal basis
in the sphere of PPP is the primary condition for
the recovery of the destroyed territories of Ukraine.
The use of the ecosystem approach will make it
possible to protect the environment and establish
a resilient ecosystem where business, the state,
infrastructure, and the community operate as a
single self-regulating organism. However, only
reliable legislation is capable of guaranteeing
the transparency of processes, the stability of
conditions for investors, and the mandatory use of
such a comprehensive approach. Accordingly, it is
necessary to align domestic standards with modern
UN requirements and create effective mechanisms
for assessing this complex capital of territories. To
better understand the essence of PPP, it is worth
analyzing the history of the development of its
legal basis. This step is important because it allows
accurately assessing the readiness of interaction
mechanisms between the state and business.
Understanding how the laws evolved will make it
possible to identify the causes of barriers, explain
the low efficiency of the first projects, and justify
the transition of the economy to a networked
ecosystem model of governance.

Next, we will explore the evolutionary deve-
lopment of the regulatory and legal basis and
concepts that directly regulate the transformation
processes of public-private partnerships in Ukraine.

The first stage was established by the Law
of Ukraine “On Public-Private Partnership” dated
July 1, 2010, N° 2404-VI [15], which set the basic
legal foundations for interaction between the state
and business. It allowed the implementation of long-
term infrastructure projects in classical forms, which
can be called traditional public-private partnerships,
where attention was focused solely on commercial
attractiveness. Subsequently, the Resolution of the
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine dated February 16,
2011, N° 232 “On Approval of the Methodology for
Identifying the Risks of Public-Private Partnership,
Their Assessment and Determining the Form of
Their Management” solidified the need to identify
and allocate risks among partners [16]. However,
this assessment remained largely formal, without
a detailed consideration of the factors of overall
sustainability of infrastructure ecosystems. Later,
the approaches changed under the influence of the
guiding principles of the “United Nations Econo-
mic Commission for Europe” (People-first PPP).
They initiated the development from the simple
procurement of services to modern human-centric
formats capable of considering the long-term
needs of society. According to the periodization
concept by Iryna P. [3], a systemic state transition
is highlighted from a focus on ordinary construction
to solving large-scale tasks of comprehensive
recovery. Now, the focus remains on human well-
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being and the sustainability of the entire socio-
economic ecosystem. In practice, these ideas
were consolidated by the Law of Ukraine “On
Concession” dated October 3, 2019, N? 155-IX,
which proved the state’s ability to retain strategic
assets in ownership and ensure social guarantees
[17]. An important step was the adoption of the
Draft Law “"On Amendments to Certain Legislative
Acts of Ukraine Regarding the Improvement of
the Mechanism for Attracting Private Investments
Using the Public-Private Partnership Mechanism
to Accelerate the Restoration of War-Destroyed
Objects and the Construction of New Objects
Related to the Post-War Restructuring of the
Economy of Ukraine” N2 7508 dated June 19,
2025 [18], which abolished the mandatory
feasibility study for small projects and introduced
the modern “"UNECE PIERS” methodology into the
domestic legal field for the first time. This legally
allowed the assessment of infrastructure based on
22 criteria and 95 indicators, which are distributed
across 5 key areas (the “People-first” approach)
[14]. At the same time, the creation of a network of
eco-industrial parks confirms the rapid movement
of the Ukrainian economy from paper strategies
to the practical implementation of an effective
model of circular economy and industrial symbiosis
directly in territorial communities. Highlighting
these stages demonstrates the need for a critical
and comprehensive assessment of existing laws,
because understanding the history of the problem
is only the first step toward solving it.

Thus, to identify systemic errors and build an
effective model for the sustainable development
of regions, we will determine the key advantages
and disadvantages of the current regulatory and
legal basis and approaches to PPPs, which will
allow for the separation of effective tools from legal
obstacles.

For instance, the basic Law of Ukraine “On Public-
Private Partnership” dated July 1, 2010, N2 2404-VI
[15] organized the market and created a reliable
legal foundation for the secure attraction of capital,
but it still retains an outdated state-focused model
lacking mechanisms for assessing ecosystem
services and interconnections among participants.
To solve local problems, ESCO contracts [4] are well
suited, as they allow for large-scale infrastructure
insulation without budget expenditures, recovering
funds through saved energy. This tool has great
prospects; however, its application is hindered by
unstable tariff policies and a long payback period
under wartime conditions. An important stage
was the significant simplification of bureaucratic
procedures introduced by the Draft Law of Ukraine
"On Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts
of Ukraine Regarding the Improvement of the
Mechanism for Attracting Private Investments
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Using the Public-Private Partnership Mechanism to
Accelerate the Restoration of War-Destroyed Objects
and the Construction of New Objects Related to the
Post-War Restructuring of the Economy of Ukraine”
N¢ 7508 dated June 19, 2025 [18], which prohibited
changing the allocation of risks and permitted
flexible blended financing. This opened the path
to the mass launch of small social, economic,
and environmental initiatives even in the most
remote communities. The implementation of such
projects through eco-industrial parks [19] creates
a shared space with a closed cycle and generates
thousands of jobs, but it is accompanied by high
risks of asset destruction and the complexity of
coordinating raw material supply chains. At the
same time, confirming project compliance with
donor requirements necessitates the international
“UNECE PIERS” methodology [20], yet its extreme
complexity (95 indicators) requires the involvement
of expensive highly specialized experts, making it
very difficult for small local authorities to use. Serious
obstacles requiring practical solutions were also
identified. The works of Lozynska T., Lypynska O.,
Havrysh K., Plotnikova M., and Tsentylo K. [5] prove
that attracting bank lending, although providing
the necessary financial start for large projects,
simultaneously causes a rapid increase in risks and
often stimulates breaches of obligations by financial
partners. The threat of financial dishonesty remains
very high, as the human factor and the constant lack
of trust between local authorities and business can
completely destroy the best legislative initiatives.
Furthermore, current local self-government bodies
cannot independently calculate and evaluate the
substantial value of local ecosystem services, which,
according to Suietnov Y. [8], inevitably leads to the
underestimation of the economic attractiveness of
any sustainable projects. The acute lack of trust
among participants identified during the analysis
and the excessive complexity of international
assessment methodologies necessitate the search
for new managerial solutions. Eliminating the
influence of the human factor and ensuring the
transparency of ecosystem projects is impossible
without the implementation of automated digital
platforms. Because of this, there emerges a need to
develop a convenient methodology for assessing the
effectiveness of public-private partnerships, which
must be significantly simpler for local authorities to
use and guarantee investors full control over risk
allocation and the movement of financial flows.
The next step will be the comparison and analysis
of concepts that explain the basic mechanisms
of integrating sustainability principles into PPP
contracts. This, in turn, will make it possible to
avoid one-sidedness in judgments and scientifically
substantiate the prerequisites for the further
formation of a mechanism for the assessment,
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selection, and initiation of investment PPPs based
on an ecosystem approach (Fig. 1).

The conducted analysis based on six key
aspects (basic theoretical concept, methodolo-
gical tools, practical implementation mechanism,
risk theorization, performance assessment metho-
dology, and requirements for the state as a
regulator) and concepts (the technological smart
city model, the institutional and behavioral eco-PPP
model, and the “People-first PPP” model) proves the
ability of each model to solve exclusively a specific
part of the overall problem. The technological
smart city model considers infrastructure as a
single digital platform, using graphic modeling and
sociological surveys for assessment. In contrast
to this approach, the institutional and behavioral
eco-PPP model by Ilchenko S. [9] focuses on the
human factor by digitizing the complex relationship
between the level of state support and the degree
of business trust. At the same time, the “People-
first PPP” model by Zapatrina I. [1] serves as a
conceptual tool to cover the investment deficit in the
SDGs, applying a systemic analysis of institutional
barriers according to the criteria of the “UNECE
PIERS” methodology for verification.

Further comparison of practical implementation
mechanisms and performance assessment
methodologies demonstrates different vectors
of expected results. The technological direction
requires the total implementation of Internet of
Things (IoT) systems for high-precision monitoring,
confirming success through an improvement
in the quality of life index for city residents. For
its part, behavioral economics necessitates the
redistribution of responsibility in ESCO contracts
and the creation of environmental risk insurance
mechanisms to find a complex balance between
commercial profitability and the preservation of
long-term systemic effects. A specific criterion is
that of the UN social model, which requires the
formation of national PPP support centers locally
and determines effectiveness through the precise
measurement of value added based on poverty
alleviation and inclusion level indicators. The most
pronounced differences are revealed during the
analysis of risk theorization and the requirements
for the state as a regulator. The technological
model faces the risk of data leakage and strong
resistance from conservative employees, forcing
the state to ensure a complete update of the
regulatory framework for the digitalization of
public administration. The institutional concept
reveals the problem of total unfair behavior and
the readiness of parties to violate agreements.
Overcoming this threat relies on the state to form
a transparent environment for the legislative
fixation and immutability of risks. Alongside this,
the “People-first PPP” model highlights the danger
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of shifting the focus of local authorities from social
projects to highly profitable ones, leading to rapid
commercialization. Preventing this process requires
the regulator to maximally simplify the bureaucratic
procedures for initiating work and create favorable
conditions for obtaining grants.

The consequence of the conducted multi-
aspect comparison is the conclusion that modern
ecosystem partnerships can effectively function
exclusively as an inseparable synthesis of the
aforementioned approaches. In the practical
vector, the combination of technologies, behavioral
incentives, and UN standards transforms into a
system of interconnected parameters.

Therefore, the defined criteria are directly
integrated into the proposed mechanism for the
assessment, selection, and initiation of investment
PPPs based on an ecosystem approach, forming its
general base of control criteria (Fig. 1).

The defined criteria are directly integrated into
the proposed mechanism for the assessment,
selection, and initiation of investment PPPs,
forming its criteria base (Fig. 1), which combines
state assets, investor capital, and the local
needs of communities into a single transparent
coordinate system. During postwar reconstruction,
local self-government bodies suffer from a lack
of clear practical algorithms for project selection,
which often leads to a chaotic allocation of limited
resources. The proposed mechanism for the
assessment, selection, and initiation of investment
PPPs (Fig. 1) serves as a guide that fully formalizes
the decision-making process and transforms
abstract sustainable development goals into a
specific set of measurable indicators through a
filtering system based on the 22 criteria of the
“UNECE PIERS” methodology and an institutional
and behavioral risk allocation filter. Such an
approach reliably protects against manipulation
because each indicator receives its exact weight
and is calculated according to clear mathematical
logic, completely eliminating the influence of the
human factor. Using this mechanism as a basis,
community leaders can clearly see the weaknesses
of their initiatives and timely return non-compliant
projects to the initial stage of resource refinement,
saving time and funds even at the planning stage.

The functioning of such a built-in safety filter
allows local self-government bodies to automatically
and without delay screen out individual investments
that promise quick commercial profit but destroy
the overall sustainability of the territories. Instead,
the algorithm helps to safely direct successful
sustainable contracts for implementation through
eco-industrial parks, energy service contracts, or
critical infrastructure concessions. Inherently, the
proposed mechanism creates a new governance
environment where corruption risks and unfair
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4. Targeted impact from
project implementation

Eco-industrial parks
Industrial symbiosis, Circular
economy, Recycling
A
Balanced sustainable
spatial development of
territories
ESCO contracts - GDP growth,

- Natural capital

3. Project implementation

Thermal modernization,

preservation,
Renewable energy (SES), - Achievement of the UN
Emission reduction SDGs

- Social resilience

Critical infrastructure
concessions
Ports, Airports,
Smart City logistics

Figure 1 — Mechanism for the assessment, selection, and initiation of investment PPPs
based on an ecosystem approach

Source: formulated independently by the author

behavior lose their meaning. Any deviation from
sustainability criteria or violation of agreements
automatically blocks the movement of the project,
making honest cooperation the only possible path
to obtaining profit.

For international donor organizations and
global investment funds, the very fact of using this
mechanism by Ukrainian communities is a signal
of absolute transparency and compliance with the
highest sustainability requirements. In the long
term, this opens unhindered access to guaranteed
grant and blended financing, transforming
theoretical systemic sustainability into real billions
in investments for the salvation of cities, which
ultimately will ensure GDP growth, the preservation
of natural capital, and societal resilience.

Based on the determined data (Fig. 1), we will
formulate the future development vectors of PPP
based on an ecosystem approach.

The future vectors of PPP development must pri-
marily be directed at the deep transformation of the
public-private partnership institution in Ukraine.
The vector “Legalization of the ecosystem approach
in the PPP structure” through the implementation
of the “CICES” methodology will form a reliable
legislative basis for the official recognition and
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monetization of services ensuring overall sustain-
ability, which fully aligns with the innovative ideas
of Suietnov Y. [8, 21]. Such a step will completely
change the existing economic behavioral model
by transforming the task of ensuring the systemic
unity and resilience of infrastructure into a source
of value added and will grant authorities the right
to account for the value of the preserved socioeco-
nomic capital on their balance sheets. In parallel
with this, legal and behavioral reform will eliminate
a key psychological barrier caused by the constant
lack of business trust in the state, which is reflected
in the vector “Prevention of unfair behavior of the
parties”. The implementation of the institutional
and behavioral model into standard contracts and
the creation of protective state funds will guaran-
tee the even distribution of losses and completely
remove the risk of rule changes by officials after
the commencement of work [9]. The modern tech-
nological vector “Digitalization of PPP project man-
agement (Smart City)” will make the investment
process maximally transparent and understand-
able for society. The launch of smart Internet of
Things (IoT) systems and digital twins for contin-
uous monitoring will allow tracking the effective-
ness of every invested hryvnia in energy service
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contracts or local closed-loop industrial parks in
real time, which will ensure automated control over
contracts and minimize corruption risks. The vector
“Scaling of circular infrastructure” through a state
targeted program with the provision of direct sub-
ventions will additionally stimulate the formation of
sustainable production chains where the waste of
one plant will become the raw material for another.
The next vector should be directed at the “Syn-
chronization of local projects with global capital”
to create a network of "Competence Centers”. Due
to the use of strict "UNECE PIERS” standards and
the adaptation of reporting to sustainable develop-
ment requirements, regional projects will be able
to meet the criteria of the World Bank, which will
open the path to multibillion grant financing. A sep-
arate important role will be played by the “Intro-
duction of the small investor institution” through
the creation of digital crowd investing platforms.
The joint financing of municipal projects by citizens
will diversify capital sources, guarantee high social
approval, and ensure transparent public control
over expenditures [3]. The implementation of such
large-scale measures in practice will inevitably face
a number of serious challenges, which primarily
include a shortage of qualified personnel in local
self-government bodies, resistance from a corrupt
bureaucracy, and the absence of a developed finan-
cial culture. However, only under the condition of
the simultaneous and synchronous implementation
of all six proposed vectors will the state be able to
transform the burdensome requirements for struc-
tural resilience into real investment incentives to
attract global capital.

Conclusions. The existing regulatory and legal
basis of public-private partnerships in Ukraine has
formed a strong initial foundation that ensured the
transition of the economy from outdated forms of
governance to modern “People-first PPP” models.
This prolonged evolution of legislation culminated
in the adoption of the Law of Ukraine “On
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Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of Ukraine
Regarding the Improvement of the Mechanism for
Attracting Private Investments Using the Public-
Private Partnership Mechanism” N¢ 7508 dated
June 19, 2025. This step conclusively opened the
legal path for the implementation of the “UNECE
PIERS” international infrastructure assessment
methodology and the active use of blended finance
mechanisms. The conducted analysis proved that
the current regulatory environment remains highly
vulnerable to breaches of obligations by participants,
and the complex capital of territories still lacks a
proper financial valuation in contracts. To solve this
urgent task, a comprehensive mechanism for the
assessment, selection, and initiation of investment
projects has been developed. This tool eliminates
the problem of the excessive complexity of
international methodologies for local communities
and neutralizes the excessive influence of the human
factor. Thanks to built-in risk allocation filters and
“UNECE PIERS" criteria, the mechanism excludes
corrupt manipulations and automatically screens out
projects that are oriented toward rapid commercial
profit at the cost of reducing the overall resilience
of the territories. The practical significance of the
work is expressed in the formulation of six future
vectors for PPP development, which encompass
the legalization of the ecosystem approach, the
prevention of unfair behavior by the parties, the
digitalization of management, the scaling of circular
infrastructure, the synchronization of local projects
with global capital, and the introduction of the small
investor institution. It is proven that the application
of the ecosystem approach in this context ensures
systemic sustainability and structural unity of all
elements of interaction between the state, business,
and the community. Only the joint implementation
of these vectors will help overcome the lack of
trust and minimize institutional barriers, making
sustainability requirements a genuine incentive for
investor.
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BEKTOPU PO3BUTKY NYBJNIIYHO-NMPUBATHOIO NAPTHEPCTBA
HA 3ACAAX EKOCUCTEMHOIO NIAxoAy B YKPAIHU

OninHmnk OnekcaHap MukonamnoBuy
KaHAnaaT dinocodcbknx HaykK, AOLEHT
3anopi3bKknii HaLioHaabHWA YHIBEPCUTET
MapkoBa CBiTnaHa BikTtopiBHa
OOKTOpP €KOHOMIYHMX HayK, npodecop
3anopi3bkunii HalioHasibHWIA YHIBEPCUTET

NMeTtpoBa KatepuHa BonoanMupiBHa
KaHAMAaT HayK 3 AEePXXaBHOMO YNpaBiHHA, AOUEHT
3anopi3bKnii HaluioHaabHWA yHIBEPCUTET

AHoTauinA. Y poboTi gocniaxeHo HopMaTUBHO-MPaBOBi Ta OpraHi3auinHi OCHOBWM PO3BUTKY Ny6liYyHO-
npusaTHoro napTtHepctea (MMM1) AK KAOYOBOro iIHCTPYMEHTY NOBOEHHOMO BiAHOBNEHHS YKpaiHW B yMO-
Bax roctporo gediumty 604XeTHMX KOWTIiB Ta noTpebmn B MacwTabHii MoaepHisauii MyHiunnanbHOi
iHDpacTpyKkTypn 3aansa dopMyBaHHS 6e3neyHoro couianbHoro npocropy. O6rpyHTOBaHO, WO 3acTo-
CYBaHHS BUK/KOYHO TpaaWMUIMHMX NiAXOAIB NPU3BOAUTbL A0 iFTHOPYBAHHSA CUCTEMHUX B3a€EMO3B’A3KIB,
MOPYLIEHHS LiMICHOCTI €KOHOMIYHOro cepefoBulLla TEPUTOPINA, HeedeKTUBHOIro po3MoAisnly pecypciB
Ta KPUTUYHOro 3HWXXEHHSA AO0BipW iHBecTopiB. Ha OCHOBI AeTanbHOro aHanily eBositouii HauioHanb-
HOro 3aKOHOAABCTBa, 30KpeMa iMniieMeHTauii mapaanrmm «People-first PPP» Ta nmonoxeHb [poekTy
3akoHy YkpaiHn N2 7508 Bia 19.06.2025 p., po3pobneHO KOMMAEKCHUIA MeXaHi3M OuiHKK, Biabopy Ta
iHiLiauii iIHBECTUUINHNX MPOEKTIB, Ak 3abe3nedye HaginHMI 6anaHC iHTepeciB yCix CTenkxonaepis.
BcTtaHoBMeHO, WO 3aBASKM iHTerpauii cyBopux KputepiiB MixkxHapoaHoi Metogonorii «UNECE PIERS»
Ta IHCTUTYLINHO-NOBEAIHKOBUX (DiNbTPiB po3MoAisly pU3nKiB, 3a3HAYEHUN IHCTPYMEHT MOBHICTIO YyCy-
BA€E BMMB JIIOACLKOro akTtopa i aBTOMaTU4YHO BIACIHOE iHILiaTUBK, SIKi 3HMXYIOTb 3arasibHy CTilKiCTb
couianbHO-EKOHOMIYHOI CMCTEMM 334N WBMAKOro KoMepuinHoro npmbyTky. Ha 6asi 3anponoHoBaHoro
anroputMy copMOBaHO LWICTb B3aEMOMNOB'A3aHUX BeKTopiB po3BuTKy MMM cepea AKUX BM3HAYEHO:
neranisauis eKkocMcteMHoro niaxoay, 3anobiraHHs HenobpoCoBiCHIM MoBeaiHui CTopiH, undpoBsisauis
yrnpasniHHS yepe3 cMapT-TexHonorii, MacwTabyBaHHSA LUPKYNSAPHOI iHDPaCTPyKTypu, CMHXPOHi3aLis
NOKaNbHUX MPOEKTIB i3 rnobanbHMM KaniTanoM Ta 3anpoBaAXXeHHS IHCTUTYTY ManuxX iHBECTOpiB Ans
MOCU/IEHHSA MPSAMOro rpoMagCbKoro KOHTpPosto. JloBeAeHo, WO 3aCTOCYBaHHA €KOCUCTEMHOIO NiaXxoay B
LbOMY KOHTEKCTi 3abe3neuye CUCTEMHY CTiNKICTb Ta CTPYKTYPHY €AHICTb B3aeMoaii agepxasu, b6izHecy
i MmicueBoi rpoMmaan. KomnnekcHa pearnisauisi po3pobneHnUx BEKTOPiB rapaHTY€E MiHiMi3auito iHCTUTYyUin-
Hux 6ap’epiB, 6e3neky piHaHCOBMX aKTMBIB Ta NepeTBOPEHHS BUMOI A0 CTaNOCTi Ha Ai€Bi iIHBECTULINHI
CTUMYNU ANS YCNIWHOro 3anyyeHHs rnobanbHoOro Kanitany B AOBroCTPOKOBI iHPaCTPYKTYpHi 06'ekTn.

Knwouosi cnosa: nybniyHo-npuBaTtHe NapTHEpPCTBO, €KOCUCTEMHWI Niaxig, CTanuini po3BUTOK,
NMOBOEHHE BiAHOBNEHHS, eKO-iHAYCTpianbHi Napkn, BekTopu po3BuTtky, ECKO-KOHTpakTn
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